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Panama Canal: Buzzards Coming Home
To Roost
EXTENSION OF REMARKS
HON. FRANK T. BOW
OF OMIO

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Friday, January 31, 1964

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, a thoughtful
article by William S. White in the Jan-
uary 21, 1964, issue of the News of Lynch-
burg, Va., supplies some highly pertinent
discussion of the Panama Canal ques-
tion.

In comparing the situations at the
Suez Canal:in 1956 with that at Panama
today, it must never be overlooked that
they are entirely different. The Suez
Canal Co. was an Egyptian cor-
poration started by private commercial
interests. The Panama Canal enterprise
is an agency of our Government under
the President in Canal Zone, over which
the United States was granted complete
sovereignty and in which all land and
property was purchased by our country
from individual owners. Our country is
obligated by treaties wnd bound by law
to the principle of the perpetual opera-
tion of the Panama Canal.

The article follows:

Buzzarbs CoMING HoME To RooOsT
(By William 8. White)

WaSHINGTON.—Some unpleasantly buz~
zardlike chickens are coming home to roost,
with Panama as their current roosting
ground, from the United Nations declsion of
1966 to-condemn an attempt to halt the sei-
zure, in the name of “antloolonlalism," of
another international canal.

To its lasting shame, the U.S. Goverhment,
under Republican President Eisenhower but
with no effective protest from the Democrats,
then joined the Soviet Union in branding as
“aggresalon’’ the effort of the British, French,
and Israelis to strike the throttling hands
of Nasser Egypt from the Suez Canal.

But, far worse, the U.N, definition of
‘aggression’” thus adopted and embedded as
historic precedent was so oversimplified as
positively to invite similar international
thefts—so long as the real aggressor, the
grabber of the property of others, could claim
to be acting under the sacred banner of
anticolonialism.

For the U.N. sald, In effect, that when one
power crossed the frontiers of another, mov-
ing only against unarguable, imminent and
mortal peril to itself, it was automatically
wrong even though it could only hope to save
its life or vital interests precisely by moving
first.

This in substance destroyed the basic doc-
trine of natlonal self-defense as a valid plea
in the United Nations—so long as the coun-
try or countries offering that plea were less
popular than their antagonists. Self-defense
is a sour fiction if one must knowingly wait
until he has been destroyed before taking the
one action that might have saved himself.

Now, there is, of course, no imminent
threat of a seizure of the Panama Canal,
which ls the property of the United States
under a treaty in existence for six decades.
All current signs indicate that the crisis
there may be, for the time being, surmount-
ed by our agreement to allow Panamanian
guards to police the boundaries of the Canal
Zone. It was a geherous offer on our part—
but it walved not one of our basic rights or
interests,
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All the same, the greatest real problem of
the Johnson administration in this difficulty
with Panamsa. does not involve the slightest
lack of right on our side. We are demon-
strably in the right on any rational reading
of the facts.

The real problem, instead, is the old ster-
eotype going hack to Suez, which is now a
worldwide impression that when a large pow=-
er takes honest steps to defend its honest
rights 1t is somehow defending bad old “co-
lonial interests” against clear-eyed believers
in “democracy.” It 1s a silly sterecotype,
apart from the simple fact that there is not
a chemical trace of American ‘‘colonialism”
in Panama. But to say that it is not an en-
trenched stereotype would be to speak non-
sense,

Not surprisingly, much of the European
press—notably that of Britain and ¥France,
which also still remember our self-righteous-
ness over Suez—ralises a clamor of “colo-
nialism’” against us over Panama. So do
some American commentators, with senti-
mental sighs about the poor Panamanians so
hard pressed by the wicked giant to the
north, the United States.

It can only be hoped that the present
Panamanian settlement will not come finally
unstuck. If it does, we shall face an ugly
dilemma: How to defend what in honor and
In commonsense must be defeated, without
at the same time coming into collision course
with a U.N. precedent we helped so much
to set.

Hon. Ed Foreman
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Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
take this opportunity to extend to our
distinguished colleague, Ep FOREMAN, my
personal congratulations upon his being
named by the U.S. Junior Chamber of
Commerce as ohe of the 10 outstanding
young men in the country.

Knowing him as we do from the con-
tribution has has been making during
his first term of service in the Congress,
that this honor should be bestowed upon
him is no surprise. His work as a Rep-
resentative from the State of Texas has
been outstanding.

As the senior Republican member in
service on the Armed Services Commit-
tee, I am able to testify to the superior
performance—truly outstanding—of our
most junior member of the committee,
both in years and in service. From his
grasp of the various defense problems,
however, he is by no means nor in any
respect a junior. He has demonstrated
an understanding and a maturity of
judgment in Armed Services Committee
matters just as he demonstrated in all
his undertakings before coming to Con-
gress. We are certainly glad to have him
on our committee.

Ep ForREMAN was named one of Ameri-
ca’s outstanding young men not because
he was one of the youngest men elected
to Congress. Nor was he selected for
this honor because of his unusual suec-
cess in business before coming to Con-
gress, This honor has come to him be-
cause of the kind of a man he is, because
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of his ability and his character. His
success in business and in public life
merely bespeaks the quality of Ep FoRE~
MAN.

He is ohe of the best in all respects.
He is outstanding in all respeets. And I
am sure the fine people he represents
appreciate the high-quality representa-

tion he has given them.
V.
End of a Policy !

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
) OF

HON. WILLIAM G. BRAY

‘OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Friday, January 31, 1964

Mr. BRAY. Mr. Speaker, one hardly
needs to be a foreign policy expert to
realize that we are in serious jeopardy
in southeast Asia today. In fact we have
growing trouble spots in almost every
area; but we must give primary consid-
eration to the situation in Vietham be-
cause we have staked so much on the
outcome there.

We have committed U.S. forces there;
ostensibly they are there on training
missions, but the training in that area
unfortunately includes a high casualty
rate.

We were much less than subtle in our
disapproval of the Diem regime and our
welcome of its successor. Yet we find
the war against the Communijsts is going
worse than before.

- Having made so much of the defense
of Vietnam, if we now abandon it, we
will suffer irreparably elsewhere.

For these reasons I found the follow-
ing editorial from the Indianapolis Star
of interest:

END oF A PoOLICY

- American policy in southeast Asla has not
been a complete failure—yet.

The portents are, however, ominous. Most
discouraging of all was the admission by Sec-
retary of Defense Robert S. McNamara that
the Communist guerrillas in South Vietnam
are more active now than before the end of
the Diem regime. The United States actively
connived in the.revolt that threw out Diem
and his relatives. The avowed purpose of this
American-sponsored coup was to get more
popular support for a stronger campaign
against the Red Vietcong.

To date, the Washington planners and
American reformers in Saigon have little but
the assassination of Diem to show for their
pains,

The populace of Vietham may be friendlier.
Buddhist- monks are no longer immolating
themselves in the streets, or If they do so,
their motives are now said to be religious.
However, the Vietcong operates with im-
punity only a few miles from Saigon, and
the rice bowl area of the Mekong River Delta
is sald to be fairly infested with Reds.

More American - servicetnen have died in
fighting against this elusive enemy, and
more Americans are coming to admit that
there is a war in progress in southeast Asla.
There i5 no pleasure in saying “We told you
80.” The Star argued some time ago that
the facts could not be denled.

Unlike virtue, & revolution is not its own
reward. To be acceptable, it must achieve
the goals for which it was begun, The
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American revolution In Bouth Vietnam ls.
thus far, a most unmoral spectacle.

The Diem regime, which cannot be resur-
rected, was said to be dictatorial, practicing
such unpleasant things as press ceneorship.
The present governing clique which rests on
pure military force In South Vietnam also
has resorted to closing newspapers that cri-
tlcize 1ts actlons. or inactions, Whether this
lesson has been lost on the liberal calamity
howlers is not yet clear.

Will the State Department, and some of its
unofficlal pollcymakers, now declde that an
other revolutlion will be good for South Viet-
nam? Diem couldn’t win the war agalnst the
Reds. The present milltary dictatorship has
an even worse record of wins and losses In
southeast Aslan competition. WIll President
Johnson call for some new faces In Salgon.
as former President Kennedy did?

The time for making a [ar-reaching decl-
sion seems to be drawing closer. Will the
United States defend southeast Asia against
Communist expansion, even at the expense
of a major effort Involving American troops,
or will this Natlon quletly withdraw? Onc
thing is clear.

| and a dim future.

g-’

Dr. Franz Michael's Analysis: The Sino-
Soviet “Split” Is From the Commen
Book of Communist Warfare
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Mr. HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, there
has been an extraordinary amount of
speculation concerning the origins and
causes of the Sino-Soviet split, but a
great deal of it has taken on a secnsa-
tional nature. For example, in the last
year we have repeatedly heard that the
split had become irrevocable, and that
nothing the two powers could do would
bring them back together again. While
it is probably true that relations between
China and the Soviet Unlon wlill never
again be the same as in past yecars, it
would be a grave and dangerous mistake
to conclude that for the same reason
their goals have also become antago-
nistic and mutually exclusive.

While Khrushehev boasted at a New
Year's reception that the only difference
the Soviets had with China was over how
to bury the West, not whether to bury
it. we seem to indicate that we prefer
Khrushchev's strategy. Mr. Speaker,
we will not be less defeated If we are
taken over by the Khrushchev strategy
as opposed to the Maolst variety.

Dr. Franz Michael, professor of Far
Eastern history and government at the
University of Washington, recently visit-
ing professor at the Institute for Sino-
Soviet Studics at George Washington
University, and a distinguished expert
on Communist affalrs, has written in the
fall 1963 University of Washington
Alumnus one of the most penetrating
analyses of the Sino-Soviet struggle
which I have ever read. Dr. Michael
points out:

The fact that on glven situstions the
Chinese Communist and Soviet policies do

Present policy has a sorry past ‘

Ay,
A~
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not always agree does not neceesarily weaken
the effectiveness of the overall Communist
effort. In fact, it may make it more Tor-
midable.

Dr. Michacl then clearly states his
basic view:

In my view, we face then not confiicting
policles of rival totalltarian states, but the
much niore complex Interrelationships of
different strategics of attack all taken from
the comnmon book of Communist warfare.
If the Communist attack is to become more
sweeping, our defense must be equally
broad.

I commend this outstanding analysis
to my colleagues.

Tribute to Edwin W. Tiedeman, Pioneer
Dairy Farm Leader
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Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, appearing
in the February issue of Popkess' Dalry-
man's Journal is & tribute to the late Ed-
win W. Ticdeman, ploneer dairy leader,
one of the most rcmarkable men of I
have known.

Born near O'Fallon, 111, Ed Ticdeman
went on to distingulsh himself as & lead-
ing spokesman, locally and nationally,
for the dalry farmer. His efforts in be-
half of the dairymen will never be for-
gotten.

Under leave to extend my remarks, I
include this tribute:

EowiN W. TIEDEMAN

Edwin W. Tledeman, 71, 8t. Clalr County,
1il., ploneer dairy leader, whose activitlces
reached and helped dalry farmers through-
out the United States, passed to his eternal
reward, suddenly, In Washington, D.C, on
December 28, 1983, Bervices were held In
St. Louls as the year was closing.

Tiedeman was born near O'Fallon, Iil, and
spent his carly llfe on the farm, His school~
Ing included attendance at the University of
Ililnols, where he took various agricultural
courses. He married in 1815, apd launched
his sssiduous ploneering spirit when he ecs-
tablished & homestead In Texas. During the
World War I years, he fought s winning
battle against drougnt and sand In the pio-
neering days of Texas, where the seeds were
sown for a life of leadership in agriculture.

Tiedeman returned to Illinois with his
family late in the 1820, and settled on a
dairy farm south of Belleville, Ill, which ho
operated himself. shipping on the St. Louls
market.

Dalry furmers of the St Louls milkshed
were In dire necd of leadership at the time,
as & loosely knit group had operated In the
territory for two decades. Various co-ops
had been forimed. Little had been accom-
plished. Dairy farmers themselves had lost
thousands of dollars 1n the cooperative ven-
wures.

HEADS PRODUCERS

Tledeman was eclected head of the milk
producers of St. Clair County. He was later
the unanimous choice for president of Banl-
tary Milk Producers at its inception in 1930.
He led SMP, and the dalry farmers of several
other cooperatives In the Bt. Louls miik-
shed, in the formulation of sales plana
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which brought recognition to whe dalry farm-
ers resulting In several decades of improved
farm dalry prices.

Tledeman had led the dairy farmers in the
St. Louts district through the bitter days of
the Bt. Louls milk strlke in 1830. He di-
rected the organization of the St. Louis Con-
sumers Milk Commission, a group of city
residents who ecarried on an lnvestigation of
the system of pricing of mllk to farmers
which took the leaders to the dairy farms
where they held meetings under shade trees
and verified the claims of the dairy farmers
that they were receiving insufficlent returns
for thetr Inbor.

Early In the campalgn to lead dairymen to
success, Tiedeman obtalned the support of
Speaker of the House of FEepresentatives,
James T. Ralney, of Carrollton, Ill., In get-
ting the U.S. Department of Agriculture to
approve a marketing agreement and license
for the St. Louls market. This marketing
agreement established classification for milk
and minimum prices which dalry operators
were required to pay farmers. This agree-
ment was issued under the old Triple A Act,
enacted early in 1833. A portion of this act
was later amended and then reenacted as
the Marketing Agreement Act which i3 the
enabling legisiation under which the Federal
milk order program now operates In the St.
Louis market as well a8 some 80 markets in
the United States.

Tiedeman was not only respohsible for
obtalning the first marketing agreement for
the 8t. Loulis market but was also the leader
in econtinulng the Federal railk marketing
program in the 8t. Louis market which has
come to be the oldest Federil order in the
United States.

WENT TO WISCONSIN

As the World War II clouds were gather-
ing In 1842, Tiedeman left the St. I.ouis-area
and went to Appleton, Wisc, where he led
& group of dalry farmers, including seven
local co-operative organizations, into a cen-
tral sales agency. Offices were opened In
Chlcago. Wisconsin dairymen recelved
millions of dollars of ilncreased benefils as
a result of the sales group.

Bhortly alter leaving as manager of Central
Sales Agency, Tledeman 'was appointed
director of the Dalry Branch of the Office
of Price Stabllization, a war agency during
the Korean war., Followlng the war years
and his work with the Government, he was
appointed director of dairy marketing of the
American Farm Bureau Federation where he
led In the establishment of the dalry pro-
gram of ihe largest farmers' organization In
the United States. Upon retirement from the
American Farm Bureau, Tledeman was ap-
pointed to the staff of the Dalry Division of
the U.S8. Department of Agriculture, in this
assignment he had the responsibility of
checking qualificatione of cooperatives which
operate under the Federal mllk market pro-
gram. He continued this actlvity until his
death.

Tledeman served Many yesrs as & member
of the board of the National Milk Producers
Federation and as a board member and chalr-
man of the National Dalry Council.

Ed Tiedeman was the most determined
and diligent dalry farm leader who developed
in the St. Louls milk shed In the past half
century. His principles and preachings were
sound. The results of his untiring effort in
behalf of the dairy farmers of the midwest
and the United States will Uve forever,

A farm hoy with ambition, and knowledge,
and leadership, and determination, and
abliity, and humility, has returned millions
of dollars to dairy farmers of the Natlon.
It can be truly sald that Ed epent hls life
in the service of his fellow dalrymen.

Ed Tiedeman will be missed in the In-
dustry. His name and accomplishments will
live forever in the pages of agricultural
history.
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